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FIRST OFFICE ACTION ----- A NONFINAL REJECTION 

1 . Claims 5-7, 9-11,1 6-1 9 and 22 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim cannot depend from any other 
multiple dependent claim. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims have not 
been further treated on the merits. 

2. Drawing corrections are required as follows: 

• In Figs. 1 and 2, label box 4 as "antenna". 

• In Fig. 2, the box 50 is believed to be a microprocessor. See specification page 
1 1 , line 31 . However, the reference numeral "50" has also been used as an 
"automatic door", see specification page 12, line 7. A single reference numeral 
cannot simultaneously be used to represent two different elements. Therefore, 
one of the reference numerals "50" should be changed. When so doing, the 
specification should also be amended accordingly. 

• In Fig. 4, a leading line that connects the reference numeral "78" to the isolating 
material is missing. 

• In Fig. 5, label the box 66 as a "detecting circuit". 

• In Fig. 8, label the box 104 as "oscillator"; box 106 as "bandpass filter"; box 112 
as "detecting unit"; etc. 

If the box is too small, the legend can be placed outside the box. 
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3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1-4, 13, 20, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

These claims are rejected because of insufficient antecedent basis or 
inconsistent terminology. See the following explanations: 

• Claim 1 , line 3 recites "which circuit". However, prior to that, no circuit has been 
defined. Thus, the "which circuit" refers to which unit is unclear. 

• Claim 1, line 6 recites "said detecting circuit". However, line 3 defines "a 
detecting unit", not "a detecting circuit". Thus, the "detecting circuit" of line 6 is 
inconsistent with the "detecting unit" of line 3. 

• Claim 1 , last line recites "said protection field". However, line 2 defines "a 
protecting area", not "a protecting field". 

• Claim 2, line 3, the recitation "which circuit" has the same problem as that of 
claim 1, line 3, the "which circuit". 

• Claim 2, line 7, the recitation "said detecting circuit" (two occurrences) is 
inconsistent with line 3, the defined "a detecting unit". 

• Claim 3, lines 1-2, the phrase "according to claim 1 or 2 in combination with claim 
1" is unclear. Is claim 3 depending on claim 1 or depending on claim 2 or 
depending on claims 1 and 2 111 
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• Claim 3, lines 2-3, the recitation "said means of the detecting circuit" is unclear. 

• Claim 4, line 3, the recitation "said detecting circuit" is inconsistent with claims 1 
and 2, the defined phrase "a detecting unit". 

• Claim 13, line 4 defines "a detecting circuit". However, line 13 recites the 
"detecting circuit" as "the detecting unit". Thus, the recitations on lines 4 and 13 
are inconsistent. 

• Claim 20, line 9, the recitation "said housing" lacks antecedent basis. 

• Claim 21 , line 6, after the words "characterised in" delete one of the "that said". 

• Claim 21 , line 10, the recitation "said housing" lacks antecedent basis. 

• Claim 21 , line 1 7, the recitation "the detecting unit" is inconsistent with line 3 the 
defined "a detecting circuit". 

5. Claims 1-4, 8, 12-15, 20, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

These claims are rejected because some of the claimed elements are un- 
identifiable. For example, in claim 1 , the "means connected to said antenna unit 
arranged to detect a variation of the pressure at said antenna unit cause by 
compressive force" and the "detecting means for detecting small variations in the 
generated electric or electromagnetic field at the antenna unit" are indifferentiable. 
It is noted that the detecting means for detecting small variations in the generated 
electric or electromagnetic field at the antenna unit reads onto Fig. 1 or Fig. 2. See 
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specification page 14, lines 9-1 1 . If this is true, then the "means connected to said 
antenna unit arranged to detect a variation of the pressure at said antenna unit cause 
by compressive force" read onto which element is unclear. 

The "generating means" for generating an electric or electromagnetic field aantenna 
unit" is unclear because the antenna generates electric or electromagnetic field. The 
"generating means" should read onto the square wave signal generator 6 of Fig. 1 . Yet, 
the square wave signal generator 6 does not generating electric or electromagnetic 
field. The "balancing means" is unclear. Which element reads onto the balancing 
means is unclear. The "indication means" is not shown in any of the drawings. 

In order to assist the examiner, all claimed elements in the independent claims 1 , 
2, 12, 13, 20, 21 should be identified with the disclosed elements so that the examiner 
can make a thorough search of the prior art. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to /BENTSU RO/ 
at telephone number (571)272-2072. 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2837 



